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wrought in the body of the word. Goz means eye,
and gor, to see; ish, deed, and it, to do; $ch3 the in-
terior, and gir> to enter.31 Nay, he goes so far as to
admit some formal elements which Turkish shares, in
common with the Aryan family, and which there-
fore could only date from a period when both were
still in their agglutinative infancy. For instance,
cZi, as exponent of a past action; ta, as the sign of
the past participle of the passive; lu, as a suffix to
form adjectives, &c.2 This is more than I should
venture to assert.

Taking this view of the gradual formation of lan-
guage by agglutination, as opposed to internal de-
velopment, it is hardly necessary to say that, when
I spoke of a Turanian family of speech, I used the
word family in a different sense from that which it
has with regard to the Aryan and Semitic languages.
In my Letter on the Turanian Languages, which has
been the subject of so many random attacks on the
part of those wiio believe in different beginnings
of language and mankind, I had explained this re-
peatedly, and I had preferred the term of group for
the Turanian languages, in order to express as
clearly as possible that the relation between Turkish
and Mandshu, between Tamil and Finnish, was a
different one, not in degree only but in kind, from
that between Sanskrit and Greek. ' These Turanian
languages,' I said (p. 216), e cannot be considered as
standing to each other in the same relation as He-

1   GotlingiscU Q-eleWe Anzeigen, 1855, s. 298; see Hunfalvy's re-
marks, on p. 392.

2  Ewald, I. c. s. 302, note.